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A TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE 

HENRY HYDE 

(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, last night I was 
unable to be here when we had a trib-
ute to our departed colleague, Henry 
Hyde. I just wanted to say this about 
Henry Hyde: It was a privilege and an 
honor to serve in this House with him. 

I recall a conversation I had with 
him a number of years ago at which 
time I talked to him about sometimes 
did he ever get tired about the fact 
that people beat him up on the issue of 
abortion. And Henry thought a minute 
and he said, You know, as I get older 
and I think of my own mortality, I 
look forward to the time when I might 
be entering those gates into heaven 
and the voices of all those young chil-
dren that we saved welcoming me 
there. 

They’re giving you a great welcome 
right now, Henry. We miss you. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CUELLAR). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

THE SECOND AMENDMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, the Supreme 
Court is considering Washington, DC’s 
total handgun ban. It is illegal to buy, 
sell or own a handgun in this Nation’s 
Capital of ours. Of course, DC has one 
of the highest homicide rates in the en-
tire country. 

The center of this debate is a ques-
tion that has never really been clearly 
answered. What exactly does the sec-
ond amendment to our Constitution 
mean? Did the Framers intend to pro-
tect an individual right or provide for 
State militias? 

The second amendment states, ‘‘A 
well regulated militia being necessary 
to the security of a free state, right of 
the people to keep and bear arms, shall 
not be infringed.’’ 

Our Founding Fathers risked their 
lives in the American revolution to 
create our Nation. They distrusted gov-
ernment, especially a government that 
wouldn’t trust its own citizens. 

Our Founding Fathers knew the im-
portance of an armed citizenry from 
their experiences in the American War 
of Independence. They trusted an 
armed citizenry and a citizen militia as 
the best safeguard against the tyranny 
of government. 

To truly understand the meaning and 
purpose of the second amendment, we 

need to understand the men that wrote 
the Constitution and what they said 
when it was ratified. The Founding Fa-
thers were very concerned that a 
strong Federal Government would 
trample on individual freedom and in-
dividual rights because that’s what 
happened to the colonists, and that’s 
what governments historically do to 
their people, trample on individual 
rights. 

So after the ratification of the Con-
stitution, the Framers knew that a 
declaration of rights had to be added to 
protect basic individual rights, rights 
that are inalienable, created by our 
creator and not created by govern-
ment. 

So the Founders looked at the 
English common law, at the English 
declaration of rights of 1689, which 
specified the guaranteed right of the 
people to bear arms. 

Those who claim there is no indi-
vidual in the second amendment ignore 
the most basic feature of American 
rights: Rights in this nation belong to 
individuals. 

The second amendment was included 
in the Bill of Rights to prevent the 
Federal Government from disarming 
the public like the British Army did to 
American citizens. The right of the free 
people to defend freedom and protect 
themselves was so important that it 
was placed second in the Bill of Rights. 

Thomas Jefferson knew the impor-
tance of an armed citizenry. He said, 
‘‘No free man shall ever be debarred 
from the use of arms.’’ 

Samuel Adams wrote that ‘‘The Con-
stitution shall never be construed to 
prevent the people of the United States 
who are peaceable citizens from keep-
ing their arms.’’ 

And of course James Madison, who 
helped write the Bill of Rights, once 
wrote that the Americans had ‘‘the ad-
vantage of being armed,’’ and that 
other nations governments were 
‘‘afraid to trust the people with such 
arms.’’ 

So, Mr. Speaker, the second amend-
ment is a personal right for individuals 
in this country, and the DC ban is a 
violation of the United States Con-
stitution, specifically, the second 
amendment to that Constitution. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

b 1815 

THE SO-CALLED SURGE HAS 
FAILED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, as a 
member of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, I was pleased to participate in 
a joint hearing that took testimony 
from General Petraeus and Ambassador 
Crocker. It was supposed to be a turn-
ing point in the occupation of Iraq. The 
purpose of this hearing was to get a re-
port from our military and diplomatic 

leaders about the record of the so- 
called surge or escalation in Iraq. 

Let’s first look at what the main pur-
pose of the escalation really was. Ac-
cording to the chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs, Admiral Michael Mullen, the 
surge was to give space for political 
reconciliation. I quote him here: ‘‘Se-
curity is critical to providing the Gov-
ernment of Iraq the breathing space it 
needs to work toward political national 
reconciliation and economic growth. 
Barring that, no amount of troops in 
no amount of time will make much of 
a difference.’’ 

The President celebrates that there 
has been a short-term downward trend 
in violence. Of course that would hap-
pen. When we put our fighting men and 
women, the best in the world, on the 
ground in greater and greater numbers, 
of course they will bring some form of 
order. But let’s be realistic. This is not 
sustainable. We cannot keep the same 
number of troops for very much longer. 
We simply do not have the resources to 
do so, and our troops should not have 
such a task. 

So, yes, they are temporarily keeping 
a lid on the uprising and attacks. In 
fact, they’ve reached back to 2006 num-
bers, which at that time appalled us, 
and it should not be something we cele-
brate today. We are missing our ulti-
mate goal. Like the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs said, the purpose of the 
surge was political reconciliation. If 
the White House put even half of the 
resources, political and fiscal, behind 
political reconciliation, we would be in 
a much different place right now. We 
would have a stable and inclusive Iraqi 
national government, not one propped 
up by the United States. It would have 
the support of the Iraqi people, and it 
would be providing strength and de-
pendable security. That, Mr. Speaker, 
is not what we have. In fact, just last 
month, a new deal called the Declara-
tion of Principles was inked between 
President Bush and Prime Minister al- 
Maliki. It’s basically a blueprint to 
keep our troops in Iraq indefinitely, 
and it allows permanent bases. 

It may even provide for arming insur-
gent security forces, which actually 
looks like arming a militia. The last 
time we got into the business of arm-
ing folks, we ended up with the 
Taliban. Are we ever going to learn the 
lesson not to repeat the mistakes of 
the past? It will be interesting to see 
how the two leaders will try to jam 
this latest agreement down the throats 
of the Iraqi Parliament because the 
Iraqi Parliament has clearly stated 
that they are not pleased with the 
agreement, to say the very least. Let’s 
take a good look at what’s going on: 
The surge has failed. The new White 
House agreement would keep our 
troops in Iraq indefinitely. This is not 
the road to success. This will not make 
America safer. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s time for bold ac-
tion. Our friends in the other Chamber 
and the resident down the road on 
Pennsylvania Avenue need to face up 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 03:30 Jan 10, 2008 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00070 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\H05DE7.REC H05DE7m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

76
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-04T16:24:48-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




